prising about 60 million persons for the years 1946 through 1949 and about 68 million persons or almost 85 percent of all urban police departments since 1949.
The data have numerous 'deficiencies and inaccuracies. They do not comprise all crimes in the reporting area, but merely crimes known to the police and which the police have seen fit to report to the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Due to the relative newness of national crime reporting and differences in recording practice from one state to another there are certain inconsistencies in reporting. 3 The rates for each state are based on offenses reported in urban places; urban crime, in some states more than in others, is probably not a picture of crime in the state as a whole. Some states have a greater percentage of urban areas reporting than others; this likewise may introduce error if the non-reporting urban areas differ from urban areas that have reported. Since crime, at least the type of crime that is reported to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, is largely male crime, those states having the greatest sex ratio, i.e., males per 100 females in the population, will have larger crime rates per 100,000 population than other states with a low sex ratio. This type of error will tend to favor eastern states and place at a disadvantage certain western states. If we define the sex ratio as a cultural phenomena, i.e., part of the cultural environment, it becomes a pertinent variable rather than another factor making for error in our crime rates.
The errors that may be present in the data of this study are parsimoniously summarized as follows:
1. Some crimes are not reported to the police. 2. Some crimes are not reported by the police to the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 3. Some urban areas do not report to the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 4. Crimes may be inconsistently reported by different urban areas. 5. Crime in urban areas reporting may not be representative of crime in the state as a whole. 6. The population of reporting areas is constantly changing, resulting in erroneous rates as computed by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 7. The variable sex ratio from state to state is not taken into consideration in computing crime rates by states. The original data taken from Uniform Crime Reports were used in computing the mean for each state for each crime in Part I offenses for the seven year period. These mean rates for the various crimes are shown in Table I . 4 These rates are not strictly 3 For a description of the data and methods of securing it, see UNiuomi CRnIE REPoRTmnG, New
York: Committee on Uniform Crime Records, International Association of Chiefs of Police, 1929. Error due to inconsistency in reporting crimes should be at a minimum if the detailed instructions presented in the above mentioned volume are followed. The fundamental penal codes of all United States' jurisdictions have their origin in the common law of England. Each category of offense is described in detail in this volume, pages 217 to 438, with an analysis of the statutes of each state indicating the relationship of these statutes to the various categories of crime set up for the purposes of uniform crime reporting. 4 In addition to Mean Rates, Median Rates and Mean Ranks for each state and each offense were computed for the seven year period. Since the rank order of the states varied somewhat depending on which of the three rates was used, Spearman's rank order coefficient of correlation was computed for each offense for Meai Rates and Median Rates, Mean Rates and Mean Ranks, and of the various spatial patterns of crime. The intercorrelations in Table II The east-west axis for robbery described by Lottier does not appear. in our data. One robbery area is found in the Pacific and Mountain sections, i.e. Nevada, California, Arizona, Oregon and Washington, and another scattered group of states appear in the eastern third of the United States centering in the East North Central section but ranging from Michigan in the north to Florida in the south and Delaware to Missouri. States in the lowest robbery category are found in the same section and adjacent to those in the highest robbery category. The general pattern of relationships and gradients described for robbery by Lottier is not present. The New England Middle Atlantic and West North Central states have low rates for this offense as well as for most other offenses.
LARCENY
Larceny rates by states show a spatial regularity more readily than any other crime against property and have a pattern similar to that found by Lottier. With a concentration in the Pacific and Mountain sections of the United States, i.e., Wyoming, Utah, Oregon, Washington, Idaho, California, Nevada and Arizona, we find [Vol. 45 lower rates extending eastward to another moderately high rate area, an area running from the South Atlantic states up to Michigan in the East North Central section. The New England and Middle Atlantic sections of the United States have the lowest rates for larceny. In general, the spatial pattern is irregular east of the Mississippi, following the findings of Lottier. Table I In order to present a more rigorous comparison of Lottier's findings for 1934-. 1935 with our own data for 1946-1952, rank order coefficients of correlation were computed for each type of crime except auto theft. Lottier's index of auto theft was not comparable to ours since it was based on the number of auto thefts in relation to the number of automobiles in the state. The correlations are shown in Table III .
BURGLARY
An examination of crime rates by states leads one to conclude that the patterns of offenses in sectional regions described by Lottier remain in varying degrees ten years later. Our findings, wherein they appear to differ from those of Lottier, may be ascribed to numerous factors, among them: stepped up interstate migration currents during the intervening period so as to change the population composition of the various states to a considerable extent, the shift of industry in the United States and attendant changes in the characteristics of some cities and states, the differential rate of urbanization from state to state during the period between the two studies, and the possibility of variable amounts of progress in crime prevention programs from state to state.
The stability of sectional patterns in crime is even more clearly seen if we observe (1946) (1947) (1948) (1949) (1950) (1951) (1952) Murder and Table IV . The relatively low crime rates per 100,000 population for New England and Middle Atlantic states are consistent, although under-reporting in New York City is recognized as a factor in the generally low rates for the entire state. The relatively high rates of Mountain and Pacific states for crimes against property are also consistent. The South Atlantic, East South Central and West South Central states are consistently high on crimes against the person.
This research lends additional emphasis to the contention that crime, as reported and recorded in the United States, is largely a function of social and cultural factors rather than biological, psychological or entirely chance factors. In the absence of significant biological variations or significant differences in basic mental processes on a regional or sectional basis, all other things being equal, one would expect a rather even crime rate from state to state. Since vast differences in crime rates on a sectional basis are found to persist over a period of time, one may hypothesize that subcultural variations of a regional or sectional nature are responsible for these regional or sectional patterns of crime.
Even if this hypothesis cannot be accepted due to underreporting of crime, the least that the data may be said to demonstrate is a distinctly sectional variation in reporting and recording practices, indicating great disparities in sectional reactions to various types of human, or more specifically, criminal behavior.
In testing the proposition that crime rates vary with the cultural background of sections and regions it will be necessary to obtain-certain indices of cultural variation and relate them to the regional and sectional crime patterns that have been found. This approach will take us a step beyond the somewhat more subjective tests that have prevailed up to this time.
